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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1,11, 16-17, 32-33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Adair et al. (US 6,424,369 Bl, hereinafter "Adair"). 

Regarding claims 1,11,17, 33, Adair discloses a handset (PDA 22), 
comprising: 

a user interface that comprises a data entry device and a visual display 
device (LCD monitor includes a command screen 28 which receives touch 
screen input via stylus; col. 7, lines 45-47; Figure 2); 

a camera (camera module 10); and 

a controller (computer processing and memory unit 82) coupled to the 
visual display device and to the camera (10), said controller operating under 
the control of a stored program for displaying to a user an image representing 
of at least a portion of an environment of the user as seen through the camera 
during a time that the user is interacting with said user interface (the user can 
view the image captured by camera 10 on a video view screen 26 while 
interacting with the command screen 28 using a stylus; col. 7, lines 40-47). 



\ 
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Regarding claims 16, 32, PDA 22 includes a CDPD transceiver 36, 
speaker 76 and microphone 78 for cellular telephone communications (col. 8, 
lines 10-14; col. 9, lines 30-31). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2-6, 18-22, 34-35, 39-45, 49-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Adair in view of JP 200307913 A (Matsui). 

Adair differs from claims 2-6, 18-22, 34-35, 39-45, 49-50 in that it does 
not specify detecting a potential for a collision. However, Matsui teaches the 
desirability of incorporating a collision preventing device within a video camera 
and informing the photographer of the existence of an obstacle via vibration 
signal (Abstract) such that it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary 
skill to incorporate such a collision preventing device, as taught by Matsui, 
within the PDA/ camera apparatus of Adair so that a mobile user of the PDA 
who is busy viewing the display can be informed of a potential for a collision. 

5. Claims 7, 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over the combination of Adair and Matsui, as applied to claims 2 and 18 above, 
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and further in view of Kostrzewski et al. (US 2006/0023105 Al, hereinafter 
"Kostrzewski"). 

The combination of Adair and Matsui differs from claims 7 and 23 in that 
it does not specify using a fish-eye lens. However, Kostrzewski teaches the 
desirability of using a fish-eye lens in a collision avoidance application 
(paragraph 42) such that it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary 
skill to incorporate such a fish-eye lens, as taught by Kostrzewski, within the 
combination of Adair and Matsui in order to gain a wider field-of-view, thus, 
detecting a collision potential in a broader environment. 

6. Claims 8, 24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Adair in view of McKinney (US 6,813,491 Bl) 

Adair differs from claims 8, 24 in that it does not specify a context 
sensor. However, McKinney teaches the well known use of a context sensor 
(motion sensor 670 detects motion of the wireless device so that features or 
aspects of the wireless device can be set or altered based on the detected 
motion; col. 5, lines 34-42). It would have been obvious to an artisan of 
ordinary skill to incorporate such use of a motion sensor for controlling device 
features, as taught by McKinney, within the wireless device of Adair in order to 
automatically activate the camera feature whenever the device is moving. 

7. Claims 9, 25, 36-37, 46-47 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Adair and Matsui, as applied to claims 2, 
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18, 34, 41-42 above, and further in view of McKinney for the same reasons 
applied to claims 8, 24 above. 

8. Claims 10, 13-15, 26, 28-3 lare rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Adair in view of Osann, Jr. (US 2004/0203608 Al). 

Adair differs from claims 10, 13-15, 26, 28-31 in that it does not teach 
displaying the video view image as a background to the displayed data. 
However, Osann, Jr. teaches that it is well known in the art to display digits 
and icons superimposed over the camera display (paragraph 37, last sentence) 
such that it would have been obvious to incorporate such superimposed 
display, as taught by Osann, as an alternative to the separate screens of Adair. 

9. Claims 38 and 48 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over the combination of Adair and Matsui, as applied to claims 
35 and 41 above, and further in view of Osann for the same reasons applied to 
claims 10, 13-15, 26, 28-31 above. 

10. Claims 12 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Adair in view of Hiroyasu et al. (US 2003/0210440 Al, 
hereinafter "Hiroyasu"). 

Adair differs from claims 12 and 27 in that it does not specify display an 
image in a scaled format. However, Hiroyasu teaches the desirability of 
displaying an image picked up by a camera at a reduced size (see Figures 53 
and 54) such that it would have been obvious to an artisan of ordinary skill to 
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incorporate such display of the camera view image a reduced size, as taught by 
Hiroyasu, within the device of Adair. 



1 1 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. Tanaka et al., and Arakawa et al. show portable 
game devices with cameras. 

12. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Stella L. Woo whose telephone number 
is (571) 272-7512. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday- Friday, 
8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Curtis Kuntz can be reached on (571) 272-7499. The 
fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 



Conclusion 



9197 (toll-free). 
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